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OFFICE OF PETITIONS 

Sir: 

Applicants hereby petition for revival of the above-identified patent application. The 
above-identified patent application unintentionally became abandoned on January 10, 2003, 
for failure to file a complete response to the Office Action mailed on July 9, 2002. 

On January 9, 2003, a Request for Continued Prosecution Application under 37 
C.F.R. § 1 .53(d) was filed with a Petition for Three Month Extension of Time. However, the 
Request for Continued Prosecution Application under 37 C.F.R. § 1.53(d) was improper 
because the application was a previously filed Continued Prosecution Application (CPA) 
filed on or after May 29, 2000. Accordingly, the request filed on January 9, 2003, was 
treated as a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 C.F.R. § 1.114. As a 
Request for Continued Examination, the response filed on January 9, 2003, with a three 
month extension of time, was also improper because it was filed without a submission. An 
Office Communication, mailed on February 12, 2003, indicated that the response had, in fact, 
been treated as a RCE and was improper because it was not accompanied by a submission 
and that the period for response as set forth in the Office Action had continued to run from 
the mailing date of that action (July 9, 2002). Therefore, the application unintentionally has 
gone abandoned for failure to file a proper Request for Continued Examination under 37 
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C.F.R. § 1.1 14 by the final due date for responding to the outstanding Office Action of 
Januarys 2003. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that the entire delay in filing the required 
reply from the due date for the reply (January 9, 2003) until the filing of the present petition 
pursuant to C.F.R. § 1.137(b) was unintentional, and Applicants respectfully request that the 
application be revived under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b). 

In support of the petition for revival of the above-identified application under 37 
C.F.R. § 1.137(b), Applicants submit the following: 

(a) the required reply to the outstanding Office Action in the form of a Request for 
Continued Examination under 37 C.F.R. 1.114 with accompanying submission; 

(b) the petition fee as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 7(m) of $ 1,280.00; and 

(c) the statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for 
the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to C.F.R. § 1.137(b) was 
unintentional. 

It is not believed that a terminal disclaimer pursuant to C.F.R. § 1.137(d) is required. 

Please contact the undersigned at (703) 838-6663 if there are any questions 
concerning this Petition. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any appropriate fees under 37 
C.F.R. §§ 1.16, 1.17, 1.20(d) and 1.21 that may be required by this paper, and to credit any 
overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 02-4800. This paper is submitted in duplicate. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Burns, Doane, Swecker & Mathis, L.L.P. 




Melissa M. Hayworth 6 
Registration No. 45,774 



P.O. Box 1404 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1404 
(703) 836-6620 
Date: May 12, 2003 



